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to establish a close union between church and state, and they strove
to support the state authority, hoping to obtain in return its pro-
tection. Joseph was prepared to regard the triumph of the state
authority at Moscow as that of the church, and in every possible way
contributed to it. Metropolitan Daniel continued to uphold the
Josephite policy, which can be seen from the part he took in the ar-
rest, at Moscow, of one of the last appanage princes, and in the
solution of the question of divorce between Vasily III and the child-
less Salome Saburov. By his authority the Metropolitan pardoned,
in the first case, the violation of the oath and, in the second case,
the breach of church rules, thus exercising that "Godly wise and
God-inspired cunning" which, as a principle of the highest worldly
wisdom, Joseph had bequeathed to his followers.
Of course, in return for this the church expected equivalent serv-
ices from the government. By raising no objections to the Prince's
interference with church matters, but even allowing it ample scope,
Joseph procured the support of the state in what was to him and the
church the most pressing question of the day: the question of
monastic property. He regarded the monastery as a state institution
whose aim it was to prepare hierarchs for the state church.
With this in view Joseph was very discriminating in his choice of
those to be admitted into his monastery and preferred to have rich
and illustrious men able to make generous assignments of money
and land. His reasons were entirely practical: the monastery had to
be rich to attract people of prominence, and it was necessary to have
prominent men in order to prepare Worthy successors for the high-
est stations in the administration of the church. There was a mo-
ment when the monastic estates were in great peril of secularization,
but Joseph's party offered to make concessions to the state on the
question of church independence, which proved effective. The
government met them halfway, and the secularization of monastic
estates was postponed for several centuries, whereas the Josephites
applied every effort to make the church a state and national one.
Theoretically Joseph placed the Russian prince in the same position
which the Emperor of Byzantium had occupied in the Eastern
church. Daniel practically subordinated the church and its repre-
sentatives to the will of the secular power- Finally, Macarius ap-
plied the theorv and practice of secular intervention to the revision